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September 23,2002

The Honorable Michael K. Powell
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW, Room 8-B201
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Improving Public Safety Communication in the 800 MHz Band and Consolidating
the 900 MHz Industrial/Land Transportation and Business Pool Channels
WT Docket No. 02-55 (DA 02-2202)

Comments of the Federal Express Corporation (FedEx)

Dear Chairman Powell:

On November 21, 2001, Nextel submitted to the Commission a White Paper, which sought to
reorganize the 700 MHz, the 800 MHz, and the 900 MHz bands for the purpose of promoting
public safety communications. l On March 12, 2002, the Commission acted on Nextel's White
Paper by releasing its Notice ofProposed Rule Making, making clear the Commission's goal to
mitigate interference to public safety entities in the 800 MHz band.2 We fully support the
Commission's goal and realize its importance, especially in light of the tragic events of
September 11tho Since the release of the NPRM, the entities that will be affected by any changes
in the 800 MHz band have come together and crafted a Consensus Plan.3 It is apparent a change
in this band is needed, as seen by the record demonstrating the interference reality suffered by

See, "Promoting Public Safety Communications: Realigning the 800 MHz Land Mobile Radio
Band to Rectify Commercial Mobile Radio - Public Safety Interference and Allocate Additional
Spectrum To Meet Critical Public Safety Needs," filed by Nextel Communications, Inc, on November 21,
2001 (White Paper).
2 See, Improving Public Safety Communications in the 800 MHz Band and Consolidating the 900
MHz Industrial/Land Transportation and Business Pool Channels. Notice of Proposed Rule Making, WT
Docket No. 02-55 (reI. Mar. 15,2002) (NPRM).
3 See Improving Public Safety Communications in the 800 MHz Band and Consolidating the 900
MHz IndustriallLand Transportation and Business Pool Channels; Reply Comments of Aeronautical
Radio, Inc. (ARINC; The American Mobile Telecommunications Association (AMTA); The American
Petroleum Institute (API); The Association of American Railroads (AAR); The Association of Public
Safety Communications Officials-International, Inc. (APCO); The Forest Industries Telecommunications
(FIT); The Industrial Telecommunications Association, Inc. (ITA); The International Association of
Chiefs of Police (IACP); The International Association ofFire Chiefs (IAFC) and International Municipal
Signal Association (IMSA); The Major Cities Chiefs Association (MCC); The Major County Sheriffs'
Association (MCSA); The National Sheriffs' Association (NSA); Nextel Communications, Inc.; The
Personal Communications Industry Association (PCIA); The Taxicab, Limousine and Paratransit
Association (TLPA) filed on August 7, 2002, WT Docket No. 02-55; See also, letter to Chairman Powell
from the National Sand, Stone and Gravel Association (NSSGA) and ITA, filed on August 15, 2002,
officially adding NSSGA to the list of signatories (Joint Cominenters).
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public safety and B/ILT operators. Now is the opportune time for the Commission to support the
industry-wide consensus.

At FedEx our reliance on private wireless communications is an integral and vital component of
our business operations and to the safety of our employees. FedEx has made substantial
investments in communications equipment and licenses in the 800 MHz band. Due to our
reliance on the ability to communicate effectively and the investments in those communications,
any final result of this issue will have a serious impact on our company. This potential impact
has required us to follow this issue closely.

FedEx believes the most practical and equitable solution lies in the Consensus Plan, submitted by
the public safety community, the Private Wireless Coalition, and Nextel. Having read all of the
proposals before the Commission, we believe the Consensus Plan is the best solution to the
public safety interference problem. We understand the Consensus solution will cost FedEx some
time and money to retune its licenses in the 806-809/851-854 MHz range. This solution offered,
however, is the least disruptive option to the private wireless licensees in the 800 MHz band.

FedEx agrees with the authors of the Consensus Plan in that it achieves the Commission's goal
of mitigating interference to public safety entities, while also causing the least amount of
disruptions to those who will be affected by changes in the 800 MHz band. We realize that any
changes to the status quo will be disruptive to those involved, but the Consensus Plan offers all
affected licensees the most viable alternative.

Nathan Lemmon
ChiefEngineer
Wireless Systems Development
FedEx Corporate Services

Richard Dunn
Senior Technical Advisor
Wireless Systems Development
FedEx Corporate Services



Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of )
)

Improving Public Safety Communications in the )
800 :MHz Band )

)
Consolidating the 900 MHz IndustriaVLand )
Transportation and Business Pool Channels )

To: The Commission

COMl\1ENTS

WT Docket No. 02-55

Aeronautical Radio, Inc. ("ARINC"), United Airlines ("United"), and- Northwest Airlines

(''Northwest'') Gointly the "Airlines") hereby respectfully submit their Comments in response to the

Supplemental Co~ents filed by the Consensus Parties in the above-captioned proceeding.!

ARINC, United and Northwest are licensees ofprivate radio systems in the 800 MHz and/or

900 l\1Hz band. Collectively, these three entities are the licensees of more than a hundred of

frequencies on a nationwide basis. As noted in previous filings submitted by the Airlines, the

ground radio systems operating pursuant to these authorizations are vital to the airline industry, and

vital to security at airports throughout the country.

Both ARINC and Northwest have experienced interference to their 800 MHz operations.

Therefore, ARINC and Northwest are well familiar with the problems being experienced, as well

as the burden of the task which they face under the Consensus Proposal in rebanding.

!Wireless T~lecommunicationsBureau Seeks Comments On "Suwlemental Comments
of the Consensus Parties" Filed in the 800 MHz Public Safety Interference Proceeding, WT
DocketNo. 02-55, DA No. 03-19 (WTB Jan. 3,2003); Order Extending Time For Filing Of
Comments, WT Docket No. 02-55, DA 03-163 (PSPWD Jan. 16,2003).
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The Airlines have decided to submit separate Comments in this proceeding as the result of

misinformation conveyed in the JanuaryI0, 2003 Comments of Small Business in

Telecommunications ("SBT"). Specifically, SBT stated that the Consensus Proposal is "missing

support" from the airline industry?

To the contrary, ARINC is one the signatory parties to the Consensus Proposal (and in fact

ARINC is the first participant listed). ARINC is one of the primary drafters of the Consensus

Proposal, and in fact met with counsel to SBT as part of Private Wireless Coalition meetings. In

fact, many of the concepts introduced in the Consensus Proposal were developed by ARINC. Most

of the major United States airlines are owners of ARINC, and all airlines were briefed on ARINC

positions at quarterly ARINC meetings. The Consensus Proposal enjoys the :full support ofARINC

(one ofthe most impacted 800 MHz licensees) and ARINC urges the adoption of the Proposal.

For its part, United's 800 MHz operations in Denver, Colorado, and 900 MHz operations at

Dulles International Airport in Virginia and at Los Angeles InternatiOlial Airport are deeply

impacted in this proceeding. United :fully supports the efforts of the PWC on its behalf, as well as

ARINC's efforts.

Finally, Northwest's 800 :MHz operations in Detroit, Michigan and Minneapolis, Minnesota

will .also be impacted by the Commission's actions in this proceeding. Most importantly,

Northwest's operations in Detroit utilize so-called "Border Area Frequencies". Therefore,

Northwest has closely watched the development of the Consensus Proposal on this issue.

Northwest's Paul Anderson serves as Chairman of the Board ofITA, and as such Northwest has

2SBT Comments at 2.
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been significantly involved in the development ofITA's positions in this proceeding. ITA enjoys

Northwest's full support, and Northwest will continue to work with ITA and ARINC to reach a

successful resolution in this proceeding.

WHEREFORE, the premises considered, it is respectfully requested that the Commission

acfin accordance with the views expressed herein.

Respectfully submitted,

AERONAUTICAL RADIO, INC.
UNITED AIRLINES
NORTHWEST AIRLINES

By: Alan S. Tilles, Esquire

Their Attorney

Shulman, Rogers, Gandal, Pordy & Ecker, P.A.
11921 Rockville Pike, Third Floor
Rockville, Maryland 20852
(301) 230-5200

Date: February 10,2003
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SMARTLINK. COMMUNICATIONS
RAGAN COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
BELL INTERCONNECT, INC.
SKYLINE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
MOTIENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
COMMTRONICS OF VIRGINIA, INC.
WESTERN COMJvIUNICATIONS, INC.
WS ELECTRONICS, INC.
G & P COMMUNICATIONS

. KLL WIRELESS, INC.
CNY,INC.

Date: February 10, 2003

Respectfully submitted,

PETE'S COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
WECOM,INC.
WILLIAM J. YOUNG
NORTH SIGHT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
JPJ ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
RACOM CORPORATION
INTEL CORPORATION
NEWYORKCOMMUNICATIONSCOMWANY
SR COMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATES

I

COMMUNICATIONS AND INDUSTRIAL
ELECTRONIC CORPORATION

By: Alan S. Tilles, Esquire

Their Attorney

Shulman, Rogers, Gandal, Pordy & Ecker, P.A.
11921 Rockville Pike, Third Floor
Rockville, Maryland 20852
(301) 230-5200
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SUMMARY

JPJ Electronic Communications, Inc., Racom Corporation, Intel Corporation, New York

Communications, Company, North Sight Communications, Inc., KLL Wireless, Inc., G & P

Communications, SR Communications Associates, CNY, Inc., Communications and Industrial

Electronic Corporation, Wecom, Inc., Ragan Communications, Inc., William J. Young, Ka-Comm,

Inc., WS Electronics, Inc., Western Communications, Inc., Commtronics OfVirginia, Inc., Motient

Communications, Inc., Smartlink Communications, Pete's Communications, Inc., Skyline

Communications, Inc. and Bell Interconnect, Inc. (the "Joint Commenters") hereby respectfully

submit their Comments in response to the Supplemental Comments filed by the Consensus Parties

in the above-captioned proceeding.

In this proceeding, the Joint Commenters have filed Comments supporting the work of the

Private Wireless Coalition ("PWC"), which consists of trade associations which include the Joint

Commenters in their membership. Most significantly, on September 23, 2002, the Joint

Commenters submitted Comments supporting the Consensus Proposal filed by the PWC, in

conjunction with Nextel and the Public Safety community.

The Joint Commenters feel confident that the Consensus Plan is fair, reasonable and

appropriate. The Consensus Plan truly represent the "best efforts" ofall involved, and each should

be commended for their efforts. To date, no other participant in this proceeding has produced any

other proposal which does not require legislation, resolves interference, creates a measurable

protection standard, provides a funding mechanism without legislation, and is fair to all parties.

iii



Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of )
)

Improving Public Safety Communications in the )
800 MHz Band )

)
Consolidating the 900 MHz IndustriallLand )
Transportation and Business Pool Channels )

To: The Commission

COMMENTS

WT Docket No. 02-55

JPJ Electronic Communications, Inc. ("JPf'), Racom Corporation ("Racom"), l Intel

Corporation ("Intel"), New York Communications Company ("NYCOMCO"), North Sight

IRacom has not previously participated in this proceeding, as Racom was involved in
complex negotiations with Nextel regarding the relocation ofRacom's Upper 200 Channels.
Having reached an agreement with Nextel regarding these channels, Racom is now well
positioned to add its expertise in the relocation process to the record in this proceeding. Racom
operates over 80 ESMR sites throughout Iowa, Nebraska, South Dakota, and parts ofMinnesota,
Wisconsin and Illinois. Racom serves approximately 10,000 users with over 60% being actual
public safety agencies. Another 25% are utility operators, with the remaining users being
transportation/industrial units.

All of the Racom sites are connected together with TI circuits, providing wide area
coverage and complete interoperability between all 10,000 users. The network is designed and
built to exacting Public Safety standards and offers 8 levels ofpriority usage. Over 25 million
transactions are handled each month with over 6 million of those being mobile data. Several
public safety agencies who have their own licensed 800 MHz channels and site equipment are
seamlessly interconnected into the Racom Network. These agencies utilize their own channels,
ftrst and exclusively, and"roll-over" to Racom's ESMR channels automatically as the instant
critical need arises. Racom acts like a Multi-State interoperable network that encompasses the
whole range ofFirst-Responders in any emergency; including many Federal Agencies also
brought together within this system. Thus, any action considered by the Commission must also
consider the impact on these public safety users, which have an equal right to public safety
system licensees to an interference-free operating environment.



:1 Communications, Inc. ("North Sight"), KLL Wireless, Inc. ("KLL"), G & P Communications ("G

& P"), SR Communications Associates ("SRCA"), CNY, Inc. ("CNY"), Communications and

Industrial Electronic Corporation ("CffiC"), Wecom, Inc. ("Wecom"), Ragan Communications, Inc.

("Ragan"), William J. Young ("Young"), Ka-Comm, Inc. ("Ka-Comm"), WS Electronics, Inc.

("WS"), Western Communications,. Inc. ("Western"), Commtronics Of Virginia, Inc.

("Commtronics"), Motient Communications, Inc. ("Motient"), Smartlink Communications

("Smartlink"), Pete's Communications, Inc. ("Pete's"), Skyline Communications, Inc. ("Skyline")

and Bell Interconnect, Inc. ("Bell")(the "Joint Commenters") hereby respectfully submit their

Comments in response to the Supplemental Comments filed by the Consensus Parties in the above

captioned proceeding?

I. BACKGROUND

Each of the Joint Commenters is a licensee or service provider in the 800 MHz band (and

in some cases 900 :MHz). The group represents a cross-section of commercial and private radio

interests impacted in this proceeding. The Joint Commenters include internal user licensees (Intel),

SMR operators who have been relocated pursuant to the Commission's "Upper 200" SMR channel

proceeding (Racom, JPJ, KLL, G & P, Ragan, Young, SRCA, CNY, Wecom, Skyline, WS, and

NYCOMCO), Economic Area Licensees in the "Lower 80" S:MR channels (Western, Ragan, SRCA,

2Wireless Telecommunications Bureau Seeks Comments On "Supplemental Comments
of the Consensus Parties" Filed in the 800:MHz Public Safety Interference Proceeding, WT
Docket No. 02-55, DA No: 03-19 (WTB Jan. 3, 2003); Order Extending Time For Filing Of
Comments, WT Docket No. 02-55, DA 03-163 (PSPWD Jan. 16,2003).
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) Motient and WS), EA Licensees in the Upper 200 SMR. frequencies (North Sight), EA Licensees

in the General Category SMR. Channels (Motient, Western), and incumbent SMR operators and

system managers throughout the band (Commtronics, Ragan, Motient, Racom, WS, Smartlink,

crnc, Pete's, Bell, Wecom, Young, Western, IE, JPJ and NYCOMCO). The group includes both

urban (Intel, Motient, NYCOMCO, Smartlink, Bell) and rural (JPJ, Western, Richardson, Racom,

etc.) operations. Most importantly, the group include licensees who have experienced interference

from Nextel and/or cellular companies. Thus, the Joint Commenters represent the entire panoply

of 800 MHz non-public safety licensees who are impacted in this proceeding.

In this proceeding, the Joint Commenters have filed Comments supporting the work of the

Private Wireless Coalition ("PWC"), which consists of trade associations which include the Joint

Commenters in their membership. Most significantly, on September 23,· 2002, the Joint

) Commenters submitted Comments supporting the Consensus Proposal filed by the PWC, in

conjunction with Nextel and the Public Safety community.

II. COMMENTS

4. Reaching A Consensus Position

As the Commission is aware, in May of 2002 the Joint Commenters filed the most·

exhaustive examination of interference in the 800 MHz band. The Joint Commenters made it clear

that Commission precedent demonstrated that the parties causing interference (primarily CMRS

operators) were responsible for curing that problem.

The problem, however, is that the Commission has heretofore not defined what is "harmful

interference" in the band (other than co-channel interference). There are no Part 90 Commission

I
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.Lucent TechnOlogieS
Bell Labs InncMltlons O
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Robert A. Gelllch· Lucent Technologies Inc.
Corporate Counsel Room 3B"210

67 Whippany Road
.. Whippany, Nl 07981.0903

Telephone 973 386 7393
Facsimile 973 386 2828
geilich@lucent.com.

May 30, 2003 '

By Electronic Filing

Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W. . . .
Washit1-gton, DC 20554

Re: In the Matt~r ofImproving Public Safety C0tinnunic~tionsin the 800 MItz Band
. WTDocketNo. Q2;.55

Ex Parte Presentation.

. .Dear Ms. Dortch:

Lucent Technologies (Lucent), a global developer and. manufacturer of wireless network
equipment, haS followed the discussion in the Commission's Docket 02-55,"':' ''Improving Public
.Safety Communications in the 800 :MHz Band." Although Lucent did not preViously file in the
Commission's formal comment andreply cycles in this proceeding, Lucent is keenly interested·
in the allocation ofCommercial Mobile Radio Serviee(CMRS) spectrum in the U~S. an&wishes
to add the following input to .the record. Lucent's conunents.are limited to· technical
considerationS concerning interferen~e·mitigation and do not address any cost issues associated·
with this matter.

Causes of CMRS-Public Safety Interference

Lucent concurs with the several commenters who suggest that an inherent cause of interference
into 800 MHz public safety systems is. the disparate system designs· used by public safety
.networks and CMRS systems, including·Specialized Mobile Radio (SMlt), and the close spectral.
proXi.nlity in which public safety and CMRS/SMR systems operate. As eXplaiIied in many of the
filed' comments, public safety operates noise limited systems which use a high site design with
one ·or few cell sites.. CMRS/SMR operates. interference limited systems based upon low site·
designs with a cellular architecture; The possibility that a public safety receiver must operate in
a weak public safety signal area, while in the shadow of a CMRS base station and its associated
strong signal, provides the scenario for interference into public safety systems. .
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, Lucent further agrees that' this scenario is likely ·to negatively,impac~ the receipt of the desired
public 'safety signal through the presence of intermodulation (''IM'') products generated within
the . public safety receiver. Multiple, carrier frequencies from CMRS/SMR., transmitters,

, spectrally close to public safety'systemS, can mix to generate interfering signals (IM products)
that are Within the victim system's band and, therefore, unable to be attenuated through the U$e
offilters.

Realignment of the Twobisparate T~cimologiesis the Best Method to Resolve CMRS':'
Public Safety Interference

, ,

Rebanding that would alloc~te a contiguous block ofspectrum for public safety systems, either
within the 800 MHz band or outside the band (e.g., 700:MHz), will signmcantly mitigate
interference from cellul8.rlzed operations into non-cellular pUblic safetY syst~., The Consensus
Plan, for example, which woul<l allocate the 806-816/851-861 :MHz band to public safety and '

"private Witeless;andlhe'8l();;;8241861~!HdHz-bandto-cenUlariZed-SMR:,-wilh:onsolidate 'SMR
base station transmit operations above 861 MHz and relocate public safety mobile receive ban~
below .861 MHz.' This spectral separation, together with the'ptoposed 2~MHz guard band,
beiween publics~etyand SMR, will diaInatically reduce 1M products mthe public safety bands
below 861 MHz. '

In addition" to the exte~t that' out-of-band' emissions (OOBE)may be' another source of
inteljerence into public safety systems, a realignment that provides spectral separation between

: CMRS/SMR and public, safety, systems will enable the effective and practical, filtering of
CMRS/SMRbase station transmissions not possible under the current interleaved band plan: '

, Thus,realignment of the '800 MHz band should sigDificaritly resolve the CMRSIS1Y.1R-public
safety 'interference problem.

" Moreover, the realignrilent of this band is consistent wi~ the recoIl1Jlleildations of' the
Commission's 'Spectrum Policy TaskForce (SPTF), which recognized, in its report; ,that a
common element, that, the, Commission 'should incorporate into its spectrum, policy is the
grouping of technically compatible'systems in close spectral proxltnity.,' An obvious corollary to
,this recommendation is that disparate systemS (such as high site noise limited systeDlS and low
'site'interference limited cellular system) should be spectrally separated. '

Finally, a significant advantage of 800'MHz're~gnment is that it imposes a nationwi'de solution,
which would provide relie(from potential interference at all impacted locations,and minimize
the need for reactive, site-by-site mitigation procedures "

Motorola's Proposed Technieal Solutions Are a Slipplementto Realignment, Nota
, Substitute' '

Lucent recognizes the efforts of Motorola, which describe, ina recent ex parte correspondence,
the development' of improvements to public safety receivers that will help mitigate potential
interferenc~; Lucent suggests,however, that the future availability of such improvements
(switchable attenuators, tunable filters) should not preclUde andcamiot substitute for the
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realignment of the 800 MHz barid As previously noted, there can be n~.doubt that the current
800 MHz allocations for public safety, BIlLT, .and SM!t are' flawed, and tb,at realignment to.
elimina~e the interleaved assigilments and to spectrally separate ptiblicsafety from.CMRS/SMR. .
systems that employ cellular architectures would· significantly mitigate the .potential for public.
s~fety interference. Indeed, Motorola, in its correspondence, notes ·that .

" ...Nextel, working With associations that represent public safety and private radio
intereSts, has developed a plan ("consensus plan") which would significantly reduce the
in~erference in the 800:MHz bandby'consoli~tingpublic safety use and eliminating the
in~leaviJig ofCMRS channels With public safety."l .
.'. .

Realignment should make it possible for public safety handset manufacturers to design receiver .
front ends that are simpler and more effective, and 'offer greater resistance to the effects of

.. intetferehce: The addit;.onal improvements' inpublic'safety receiver technology described by"
Motorola - if implemented and used together with rebanding -: should provide further protection.

I. .

Conclusion

In S1JJDP1ary~Lucent believes that the Conimission should consider realignmeq-t of the 800 MHz
.band as the primary remedy to the problem ofinterference into public safety systems, regardless
.of any potential improvements in public safety receivers that promise to reduce the impact of

. interference.. Lucent's' conclusion is based.on .technical cOnsideratio:i1S concerning interference
mitigation and does ·not address any'cost issue associated with this matter. .

. '. . . . . . .

. Comments filed in this p:roceeding suggest the relocation of existing 800-MHz public safety
spectrum to contiguouS frequencies· in either the 800' MHz or 700 MHz bands. As the
Commission is well aware, the 700 MHz band is encumbered with UHF-TV channels arid its
availability in'the near term (i.e., prior to 2006 or beyond) is problematic. .

It would appear therefore that themitigatioIi of 800 MHz interference into public safety systems
could be realized sooner if public safety syStems are relocated within the. 8QO MHz band,
consistent with the Consensus Plan. _.

Sincerely,

IsIRobert A Geilich

Robert A. Geilich .
Corporate Counsel

/~ cc: Edmond Thomas, Chief, Office ofEngineering & Technology
.- ~~"

1 Motorola, at 2, May 6,2003.



March 4, 2003 .

The Honorable Michael K. Powell
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW, Room 8-B201
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Improving Public Safety Communication in the 800 MHz Band and Consolidating
the 900 MHz Industrial/Land Transportation and Business Pool Channels
WT Docket No. 02-55 '\

Dear Chairman Powell:

On August 7, 2002, the Private Wireless Coalition, the public safety conttnunity and
Nextel filed what has become known as the Consensus Plan to mitigate interference in the 800
MHz band. The Plan was developed further in a Supplemental filing on December 24, 2002,
which provided, among other things, an assurance, along with $150 million from Nextel, that the
costs of any necessary retuning by private wireless licensees would be reimbursed, if not
provided up front.

All of the signatories below rely on private wireless communications as an integral and
vital component of daily business operations and more importantly, for the safety of employees
and. ~e public at-large. Moreover, all of ·the signatories below have made substantial
investments in communications equipment and licenses in the 800 MHz band. Based on the
need to communicate effectively and the investments in these systems, any final result of this
issue will have a serious impact on the signatories be!ow.

We believe the most practical and equitable solution lies in the Consensus Plan. The
solution offered by the Consensus Parties is the least disruptive option to the private wireless
community, and permits all 800 MHz licensees to remam in this vital band. The minimal costs
associated with the retuning are still outweighed by the desired goal of this proceeding - to
mitigate the interference experienced by non-cellular licensees at 800 MHz. Unfortunately, no
other plan achieves this goal with pro-active solutions designed to protect licensees from future
interference or without wholesale legislative changes.



As such, the signatories below support the Consensus Plan in that it achieves the
Commission's goal of mitigating interference to non-cellular licensees,. while also causing the
least amount of disruptions to those who will be affected by changes in the 800 MHz band.

Sincerely,

J

William B. Baxter
Action Communications, Inc.
2816 North Stone
Tucson, AZ 85705

Elmer Battles
Battles Communications, Inc.
Post Office Box 146
Dexter,MO 63841

Dorothy Hudson
Telecommunications NA
Radio Communications Administrator
BPp.1.c.
P. O. Box 812000
Chicago, II.. 60681

Tommy L. Cook
Business Communications Corporation

. 4322 Hickman Road
Des Moines, IA 50310

Kevin Graybill
Graybill Electronics, Inc.
98 Emmons Street
Hiawatha, IA "52233

PatFike
Apache Corporation
2000 Post Oak Blvd., Suite 100
Houston, TX 77056

Ken Doll
BearCom
3505 Cadillac Ave., Bldg, L-l
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

William Holesworth
Blue Mountain Communications, .Inc. (OR)
Business Radio, Inc. (WA)
Columbia Communications, Inc. (WA)
Radio Service Company, Inc. (OR)
P.O. Box 7266
205 N. Volland
Kennewick, WA 99336

David Haire
Coastal Electronics, Inc.
Post Office Box 12007
NewBern, NC 28561

David Terman
Highland Wireless Services, LLC
4400 N. Federal Hwy., #21009
Boca Raton, FL 33431
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Randy Kinsolving
Miller Communications, Inc.
Route 4, Box 474-A
Parkersburg, WV 26101

Larry Brown
Ohio Valley 2-Way Radio, Inc.
2035 Parrish Avenue
Owensboro, KY 42303

Randy Fitch
Sutter Buttes Communications, Inc.
445 Palora Avenue
Yuba City, CA 95991

Doug Denmon
Monroe Conununications, Inc.
1909 Auburn Avenue
Monroe, LA 71201

David Reeves
P&R Communications Service, Inc
731 East First St.
Dayton, OR 45402-1383

Edward J. Kehn, Jr.
Wells Communications Service, Inc.
4338 Rt. 22
Plattsburgh, NY 12901
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PPG Industries·
. PPG Industrles,lnc.

One PPG Place - 39N
.. Pittsburgh, PA 15272

Telephone: (412) 434-2740
. Fax: (412) 434-4291 - .

dhmcclaln@ppg.com

David H. McClain.
Assistant Counsel

September 10,2003

Marlene H. Dortch
Secretary "

.. Federal Communicatioris Commission
445 12th Street, SW
,Washin&ton, DC 20554'

Re: Docket 02-55

Dear Ms. D!irtch:
. . I . . ' .

PPG Industries, Inc..(pPG) would like to e?'Press its support for the "Consensus Plan"
. filed by public safetY"organizations, private wireless organizations and Nextel, in" the
:. above-refer~nced proceeding regarding interference to 800 MHz public safety
systems.

· PPG's Lake Charles, Louisiana facility experiences interference/intermod problenis
on Channe14, which is 857.86250 MHz. Also, a foniJ.al complaint was filed in

·September 2002~·

· Ifyou have any questions, please. do n"t hesitate to contact me.

Respectfully.subnrltted,

PPG INDUSTRIES, INC..

David H. McClain

DHMldw

cc: T. Conner -:. Lake Chades Plant
J. Fnige - Lake Charles Plant
J. Meadows - Lake Charles Plant

........
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~PROVINCE

'HEAtTHCARE

November 24,2003

- Honorable Michael K. Powell
, Chairman,Federal Communications Commi~ion
Room g,-B201 '
445 12th Street, SW
~ashington, DC 20554

Re: 'WT Docket No. 02-55

Dear Chairman Powell:

I serVe as VIC~Piesident for Government Affairs for Province Health Care. Province is a

publicly, traded hospital management .companyand ~s listed <?n the NYSE as PRV.

Each of our 58 hospitals either O'WIlS and operates emergency services vehlcles or serves

as a home base for other EMS ~rovid~rs. Most of our hospitals ~~ in rural areas and.are
, .

the only acute care provider available. Obviously,.clear and uninterrupted

cotnmunications with our EMS Units is vital for the safety ofour patients.
......... . .

First responders across the United States ha~e had. in?reasing problems because their

pUbli~ safety radio communications are Vulnerable to interf~rence from celhilar phones. '

.As ceq~ar usage increases, the risk ot garbled or blocked police, fire, and other 'public .

safetY'communication~ incre~ses.

We understand that the 'Federal Co~unications Commission has before ita "Consensus

,Plan" that would address cellu1ariptiblic ;af~ty radio interference problems ~d provide
, ,

more of the spectr:um that first responders Urgently need for radio "communications.' We

understand that the Con:serisus Plan is supp;rted,by the Ass;ciation ofPublic-Safet-y
. '

Commumcations Officials"':' International, -Inc., as weli as the International Association of

Fire Chiefs, Inc., the Internation~ MUnicipal Signal Association, the International



~,
\',i.:'

Association.of Chiefs ofPolice, the Major Cities Chiefs Association, the Major Counties
. -

Sheriffs Association, and the National Sheriffs Association.

, -
I believe it is vital that lines of communications between our hospitals and EMS, fIre; and

polic~ agen~ies be clear of interference. We urge you to ~ongly consider the Consensus

Plan as a long-tenn ansWer for this problem.

Please feel free to contact me at 615.376.7268 ifyou have any questions or desire further. . . .

irifonnation.

Very truly yours,

TonY-Fay

Vice President of Government Affairs

Province Healthcare ,Company

105· Westwood Placy, SUite 400

Br~ntwood, Teimessee 37027
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The Honorable Michael K. Powell
Chairman,'Federal Communications Commission'
445 12th Street, S.W.
WashingtOD, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Chairmail:

I am writing with respectto public.safety communications. In particular, I wish to .
Comment upon the ·Commission's public ·mtereSt responsibility in assuring public safety
.'entities that they possess the spectrum resources requisite for performing their important
duties for communities around the7country. .

As you well know, the Congress has acted.in a number ofinstances in recent
years to address the fulecomniUliicatiQns needs ofpublic safety entities.
Congress enacted'in 1997, budget-related provisions direc~g the CoDunission to set
aside.certain spectrum for future law enforcement use; in 1999, Congress enacted·P.L.
106-81, which established 911 as the ubiquitous emergency nwnber nationally and
proinoted ~edevelopnient in the States ofenhanced 911 capabilities and related

. func1;ioilS; and most recently, both House and Senate this session have passed grant
.program·authorizations to assist public safety answering points mhandling wireless calls.
Hopefully this last.measure will' see. quick legislative action in the ·upcoming session.

. 'Without question, it is incumbent'upon Congress to do even more to assist public
"safety entities, especially in the area ofbasic funding assistance for the communicationS
.infrastructure ·and interoperability requirements ofpublic safetyentities. Yet while
Congress stilI has.important work to do in this are~ the Commission :has the ability to
·assist publi.c safety in a:critical important area, namely the short and iong-tenn spectrum
'ne~s ofVUblic safety·entities. .

. . During the Aqgust receSs, I hosted a meeting in my .congressional district which
was attended bydozeJ1$ ofpoli.~e~dfire ·chiefs for local and regional authorities, FEMA

'. ~d state ;law enforcement ·enf;ities. At this meeting is quickly became :Clear that
i:il.terfer~n¢e initigation, interoperability, and the 10ng-ten,n emergency comniunications'
requirerilentsof.th~sejurisdictiotis·were key concerns. As Terence Reardon, Chiefof the
Revere"Massachus~tts, Police Department mentioned in a letter recently, one key
problem is that"~e t~hnoiogies used 'OY p~b1ic safety and commercial wireless entities
are mismatched"withoile another when they are located on channels close to each other.

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



)

The.Honorable Michael K. Powell
December 1'8; 1003
P~geTwo

The result:· hazardous and risky interference, which 'causes distorted and jumbled
communications and prev.en.tS our public safety officials from doing their job."

I understand. the Commission'is currently COIl$idering proposals to resolve some
ofthese isSues, including the so-called "Coilsensus Plan." I have'been contacted in
·support of"this plan by the North Eastern MassachusettS Law Enforcement. Couilcil, the
.M~olitanLaw Enforcement ,Counci~. and the 'Greater Boston Police Council, in
additionto many iildividua1local chlefs .ofpolice and.. fire departments in eastern .
Massachusetts: Collectively ·these ·entities rePresent 'over 400 law enforcement
jurisdictions and thousands ofuriiformed first r~sponders.

The ·Conseilsus Plan is a laudable,-pro-acqve attempt to address key issues
.. affecting 'public safety entities. I enCourage the Commission to utilize the policy

:blueprint offered by·thePlan.as a basis to resolve.. outstandfug issues in a timely m.anner.
Thank you in advance for your time·and attention to these important public safety
'spectrum issues,.which lknow you agree .go to the .heart o:fthe Commission's mission.

. Sincerely,

~;2
Edward J. Marker( 
·Ranking Democrat
House Subcommittee on

'Teleconlmunicationandthe Internet .



i,
"

WIl.LIAM H. FAisT
MI\.IOII'T¥ l.E~l)E:'"

UNITED STATES SENATE
WASl1INGTON, '0. C. 20510

November 20. 200~'

The HODorable Michael Powell
, Chairman
Fcdenl CommunicationS Commission
445 12111 Street. SE '
Washin~ PC 20554

Dcar'Cb~Powell:

I rve been hearing from fI. number ofpublic safety leaders in iny state and aroUnd the
country- local poliCe officers. firefighterS. emerg~ respoDSc'pmson'n.el and other first "
responders-about the alarming issue: ofpublic safety Communications iJlterference. The fact that
pubiicsafety officials are concemcd about their own safety and th&t ofthe people they protect
makes m.e ertremelj eo:mcemed, '

As a tint responder iJ1 the lQcdicatfield. I can attest to~ importance of reliable
communications. ,Reliable systems means saviiig time and subsequc:ntlY saving lives. Whc:n these
systemS are compromised. our ability to provide a safe, quick response to the public is scverely
affected. In this ncwcraofincrcascd homeland sceurity. the ileed to equip oUI: first respOJid=s

. with rapid and reliable oommunicatiOns is'a top priority. ' '

I have been inform~chhat the'PCC is exPloring ways to remedy this troubling iituation.
Having heard from ariumber ofpublic ~afcly organi2:ati~ on the varYing proposals,' I would like
to express my support for the public, safety proposal, the l·consensUS pl~·' which, provides a
,iong-tctm sOluti.on that would allow first"lesponders to ccmununicatc virtually int¢erence.flc~

. ... .

'. . ,
As time passes, the risks from this problem con~nuc to grow. This is a critical issue for,

my constituents and our liation- I uric you to act expeditiously by putting the safety and'
effectiveness ofpublic: sa(ety officials fii,rt. , '

,2}!inoOIOI ""~. ~
" ,,~

. ~ ,

Bill Friit, M. . '
MajoritY Leader
United States Senate



otT-:122-2003 id..: 15
MlKE'ROGERS

ti"Roli'rAlcTrMICRIloAil" ..

J. 'i:ia ~1l1li·J.i"t;iU;it·(i ..ctli IiIUlllll1lle:t

)
~!I~Gio!.l.l:i~2!15'Jj'

. ~1.225i41·Z

. . ~~22Hll2o.fAl(

'3tt'Gi>,$l:·~AVI\N"f
l.A/V51NG: fVlI,-4llaT~
.. (51?J,:i!I'i'-D:
Ulr;I'Tll~p ..:i(·

't.~'8:I:t"-filI~~U.'"f!IE!i

W\IWI.fio~;gl:l\ifl'll!JierillJ=r.:

b~.Mirv1l!'ii.i;,

to~g~tS£i' .ot. tf;t Ibt(t~ ~tatts'
'~qU~ of .tpt$lttatibi~
mIattdngtolt,1it2~5i$'""2Z6S

Fj.~:r27'$2'
¢r'JMKIrrriE

~N~c::y..~iCOM;,iEad;'

'~Uiii;OlIih!rmii:,
.GM;J;GY AND-~f<d-n,.,.

. Eiir\lilio~ N/D'
U",iAiiDI5IJ!i: ~~,.6t.S

. flli....l·n:..
Q<t~~5~ "NO IrWf>mGIl.i1iiNS

I, •

PleaT thainnaaPo.~lk

OR beh~Pteit!Ze~, m:M«;)iiiim'-$ ~ht1t'Coogr~ional :diStti~ t wrl.Ie;.'io,.~eit y~li; to
~~¢,~t~~!rmp~·.!<f;o~j*9Uc~~~.:ptd'$"'4#S,~~~gen¢.~"~t
~J1d~..~··lt1s ~Tm~.~~~y\~li';:a1l,fn··ea~l):$ Wih.xn,·.c~mbdhat.
pUbJ;i¢~;~~Gog.s -·fite;.~~cal,:,ti()1ice'an.g; a.t1let·etiJ.¢Ig~grofiPs~'ba~e
wumclefit~o: .SX?eetr.tll'lt to meet·th¢*·ctiti6al:ri~as.

~~=e=t=)5a1i"
¢iQ~,~,t~ ~1¢t)~ve.,~ rwni!JUblib·.~~.1¥cl~:~~bntittlris,,:an.y;f.
itls:their'\i~~~. M~fu:~~~*~;e:p;rdMeDi'~i:4D6iiutf~ gNW~if,'Wr;trme.



fCongrt~~ of tot Ilnittb ~tatt~
Dastington, fa€ 20510

November 18, 2003

The Honorable Michael Powell
Chairman .
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington2 DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Powell:

PUblic safety leaders in-Montana and around the country have co~tactedus about the alanning
probl~mswith public safety interference. The fact that these localpolice officers. firefighters.
emergency response personnel. and other .first responders are concerned about their safety and
the safety ofthose they protect is ofgre3.t concern. In this new era ofincreased homeland
secmity, equipping our first responders with rapid and reliable communications needs to be a top
priority.

Interference to public safety communications is a growing problem. in Montana and should be
remedied in a comprehensive arid pro-active manner. We cannot continue with. a 'wait and see"
approach to resolving interference - the risk to our public safety professionals and the American
public is too great.

The fundamental cause ofinterference is the close·proximity ofpublic safety and commercial
wireless operations within the 800 MHz spectrum ba:nd. In order to virtually eliminate the .
probability ofinterference occurring, the 800 MHz spectrum should be realigned. Ideally" any
·solution to this problem acco~plishesthis goal while at the same time providing additional
spectrum to public safety with no cost to the public safety organizations and local goveniments
that .are now struggling with limited resources. With lives on the line. we cannot afford to do
anything less. .

As time passes. our risks from this problem continue to grow. This is a critical issue for our
constituents and our ~tion. We urge you to act expeditiouslyby putting the safety and

. effectiveness ofpublic safety officials first.

DENNY REHBERG
U.S. Congressman

Sincerely,

~.~
MAXBAUCQS
U.S. Senator

_.
,.;. \ , - ..~:, ~

..
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The Honorable Michael K. Powell
Chainnu
Federal ConuhuiUcations Commissicm
445 12"l~ sw .
WasJUDas.oD. 0020554

Dear Chairtnan PoweD:

COMIImIII

HOUSE ADMINISTRATION,
ClwIIloWI

ANANClAL SERVICES
e-_8uIC~CIIfttou.lOG

-~CIPfcIImlIony

TRANSPORTATlON AND
INFRASTRUCT\JRE

1am writing to you about an issue of growing~ce to the public safety provlden and emergency
IIfirst responders" in my district. It is becoming increasingly clear that public safety orgaaizatioas - file,
medical, police and other emergency groups. have insufficient radio spectnJm to meet their critical needs.

As you weD know. the primary problem is that pUblic safety and commercial radio frequencies are
intenningled and adjacent to one another. This haphazard blending of communications networb iI
leading to dangerous interference that risks the nves of public safety personnel and the citizens they
protect Currendy. Ohio is implementing a statewide 800 MHz digital voice communicatioos system that
will help the state's first responders provide a more coordinated and effective response to emergencies.
Having the necessary amount of spectrum is vital to completing this system.

I understand that the fundamental cause of interference is the close proximity of public safety and
commercial wireless operations within the 800 MHz spectrum band. The Fllderal CommunicaUom
Commission should consider a comprehensive approach to'rebanding that solves the problem on •
national basis. Leaders in the public safety community believe that you can achieve this goal by enactinc
a plan that will provide additional spectrum to public safely - at no cost to the public safety organizations
and local governments that are now struggling with limited resources. With lives on the line. we cannot
afford to do anything less.

This is a critical issue for our nation and I urge you to act expeditiously. In this era of increased"homeland
5tcunty. the need to equip OUf first rcspondm with rapid and reliable communications must be a top
priority. This interference to public safety communications needs to be remedied without delay.
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The Honorable Michael K. Powell
Cbainnan
Federal Conununications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

SElECT COMMITT£E ON
HOMELAND SECURrrY
C'l'1t1ltte:ulllTY.8_ ......,
IlI;HNlCtl AND Dlvu..,_Nf

INTELLIGENCE ....DCOUHTIRU..."",,",

. JAM~S R. LANGEVIN
2D DitllIllC'I', RHDllI! 11UI""

COMMmEE ON ARMEtl SERVICES
1'IloJ&11ON Felled

Tt..0111.... UNCOIMIN1IClNAL T"IltA~1
NttJ C»AII..lton

)

Dear Chairman Powell:

As a member ofthe House Select Comrmttee on Homeland Security, I have heard from
first I'C$ponders and public safety leaders in my district and around the country about the
critical issue ofpublic safety interference. In fact, in a recent survey I conducted aftint
responders in my district, nearly halfofthe respondents listed communications as one of
their top three homeland security priorities.

The fact that public safety officials are worried about their safety and the safety ofthose
they protect because ofproblems with the spectrum is ofgreat concern to me, and it points
to an urgent need to ensure that our first responders are equipped with the proper tools for
rapid and reliable communications.

Interference with public safety communications is an increasing problem throughout the
country and will only worsen as commercial wireless opCl'lltOrS and public safety entities
continue to enhance their communications systems. This type ofinterference must be
remedied in a comprehensive manner. The risk to our first responders is too great to rely
on an approach based on resolving interference only after it occurs in a particular location.

As you know, the primary cause ofthis interference is the close proximity ofpublic safety
and commercial wireless operations within the 800 MItt spectrum band. In order to
virtually eliminate the probability ofinterference, the 800 MHz spectrum needs to be
realigned. I support a solution that accomplishes this goal while simultaneously providing
the public safety community with much-needed additional spectrum at no cost to their
organizations or to local governments. many ofwhich are now struggling through fiscal
crises oftheir own.

PRINTm ON IlEcYCLED ,APEI'
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This is a critical issue for our country, and we cannot afford to stop short in this endeavor,
or rely upon a piecemeal solution. I appreciate your interest in addressing this problem
and urge you and your fellow Commissioners to act expeditiously to realign the 800 MHz
spectrum with the best interests of our public safety officials, and all American citizens, in
mind. Thank you for your attention to this matter, and I look forward to working with you.

Sincerely,

~Lm~
Member ofCongress

cc: The Honorable Kathleen Q. Aberathy
The Honorable Jonathan S. Adelstein
The Honorable Michael J. Copps
The Honorable Kevin J. Martin
Ms. Marlene H. Dortch, FCC Secretary

I
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The Honarabll' Michael Powell
Chaim.lan
Feder3l CommunicatiODS Commission
44S ~e1fth Street. SW
Washington, I);C. 20554

DearMr. CbaiIman:

I am writing to share the concerns afthe Professional Fire Fighters ofSouth Dakota about
interlerencc .problems in the 800 MHz spectrumband that is complicating the jobs ofpublic
safcf;y providers and emergency "fim: responders ll around.the country. The enclosed letter from
Stevc:nl. Dirksen, the President ofthe Oi'ganizatioc. reflects the group's concerns and CQnve,ys its
support for a proposal known as·the "CllDSenBUB Plan.n

As you~ well aware, public safety and ~orumcroial wirciess operators x'eside in close proximity
on the spectrum. Operations by these adjaCmlt licensees, providing service in compliance with
the Commission's intCIferencc roles. have nonetheless reSulted in iustmces ofinterference 'that
endanger public safety personnel and the ·ci1i2cns they protect. The Professional Fire Fighters of
South Dakota. as well as a mnnber ofother public safety orgllIlizations, have embraced the
rebanding approach in tbe "Consensus .PlaD" as 2. promising way to resolve the problem.

SpeCtnnn management is extraordinarily complex, and the Commission is the appropriate vehiole
for evaluating this highly technical is.sue. Moreover, any effort to reallocate spce1rUm has a
significant im:paat another users, taxpayers and the public interest filet shoUld not be igpored by .
1iJc Commission as it.addresses the interl'ercnce problems iIi. the' 800 MHz spectrum band.

I urge you to consider these factors as you c;:raft a.comprehensive response to the growing
interfcmwc problem :f8ced by pubIJO safety organizations. i also encourage the Con:nnission. to
address this pressing issue in a timely mBmlCl'.

1)
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The Honorable Michael Powell
Chainnan
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washinston, D.C. 20554

Dear The HonOrable Powell:

)

I am keenly interested in finding a solution to the dangerous problem ofpublic safety 800
MHz interference. Published findings and research have long pointed to the need to implement a
pennanent and long-tenn solution to the rise in interference in radio communications for
firefighters, police and BMS personnel across America. Like our nation's first responders, we
call upon the Federal Communications Commission to take the necessary action to resolve this
major challenge.

Our nation's first responders Deed clear and reliable communications in order to perform
their jobs effectively. Dangerous interference, which this year hit a new high, is due to the
intermingling ofpublic safety and wireless carriers in the 800 MHz spectrum. An effective plan
must address the root cause ofinterference by realigning this jumbled spectrum, instead of
relying on reactive mitigation tactics that leave somejurisdictioDS with older, more wlnerable
systems. With so many lives on the line, a clear and final decision must be made to re-band
intermingled spectrum to pennanently and effectivelyex~sh interference and protect against
future circumstances that will inevitably arise in other jurisdictions.

However, it is absolutely necessary that any such plan account for all of tile potential
costs that public safety agencies may accme to relocate to the new spectrum. Furthennore, local
public agenoies must not be burdened to front the costs ofthe transition when manyjurisdictions
have recently invested millions ofdollars to update their older systems to the current NPSPAC
spectrum. The final ruling by the FCC should include sufficient funds available, not merely
promised, for multiple retunes, equipment upgrades or replacement, manpower, parts, and other
required items. It is also important for the Commission to account for the unique types ofstate-
wide or regional communications systems that have evolved to integrate urban, rural, .
international borders and multi-jurisdiction areas. I favor any plan that calls for industrY to
contribute to the costs ofthe transition.

THIS STATlON;1lV '''INTID ON M"IiR MAPE 01' RECYCLED I'IBERS



The Honorable Michael Powell
October 31. 2003
Page 2

America·s firefighters, emergency medical personnel and law enforcement officers will
continue to risk their lives by responding to hazardous situations without sufficient
communications to direct their actions or alert them ofdangers. In response. the FCC must take
the initiative and provide the tools necessary for our nation's first responders to do their job
effectively and safely. I implore you to make the solution to communications interference your
top priority.

Y'f}~

CURT WELDON
Member ofCongress

CW:jd
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I am writing to you regarding an issue ofgrowing importance to the public safety
providers and emergency "first respondersII in my district It is becoming increasingly
clear that public safety organizations - fire, medical, police and other emergency groups -
have insufficient radio spectrum to meet their critical needs.

Honorable Michael Powell
Conunissioner
Federal Communications Conunisslon
44S Twelfth Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Powell:

JOHN T. DOOLITILE
41ll OISTRlCT, CAUPOA,.,."

HOUSE REPUBUCAN CONFERENCE
SfCRETAAY

DUVlYWIIP

CClMMlnEE ON AI't'IIOPllIATIONS

COMMITTEE ON HOUse ,o,oMINlSTRAnON

JOINT COMMITTEE ON PflINTlNG

REPU8UCAN STEfRING COMMITTEE

)

As you know, the primary problem is that public safety and commercial radio frequencies
are intenningled and adjacent to one another. This haphazard blending of
communications networks is leading to dangerous interference that risks the lives of
public: safety personnel and the citizens they protect. It is the view ofpublic safety
leaders that as time passes this interference problem will continue to grow.

l;

As It is explained to me, the fundamental cause ofintcrference is the close proximity of
public safety and commercial wireless operations within the 800 MHz spectrum band.
The Federal Communications Commission should consider a comprehensive approach to
rcbanding that solves the problem on a national basis. Leaders in the public safety
community believe that you can achieve this goal by enacting a plan that will provide
additJonal spectrum to public safety at no cost to the public safety organizations and local
governments that are now struggling with limited resources. With lives on the line, we
cannot afford to do anything less.

This is a critical issue for our nation and I urge you to act expeditiously. In this era of
increased homeland security, the need to equip our first responders with ntpid and
reliable communications must be a top priority. This interference to public safety
communications needs to be remedied without delay.

T iMitlt12f1N2003RfJm

T. DOOLI'ITLE
'ted States Representative

~!o of ()Qt)if'\~: rec'd )
L,st ABClJE ---_

THIS ......IUflQ WAS MEPAIlt:O PlJIlU8HEO, AND MALED AT TAXPA,VER EXPENSE

MMED ON RECVa.EO PArER
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)t Harlin. R.M~..
Chatri'nan- CorrllntmieationsandTechnofogy eommft.tee~

. .rnternattonaf.~.·Ofqll~'Of~ce ~Pl
:communlcations·AdVisor -MajorOttes Qllefs Assodatton (r<c:>,;

National ~heriffit' Asscidafion {NsA},Major COunty Sheliffs'.Assodat.ion. (MCSA)'
:Cbiij'oj~!<Retl::'Qtt·of~m

FBl~~nii!edoH";·W~D(:

. . ~22 WlOtnrap,DriVe, IthacaI' NY 1'4851)'-i7a9
. Fax (607)25i7'"8i87 • E-Mat't .thretHRMiQlreo.gw • PhQne {6(7).25i..i52i.

1 ; . I. m 2

November 3~ 2Q()3

Re: wtood<et No. 02...55

·'near ChahffianPowelI·:

l'm prese~M"~ you~. afffrmatiori' oftheMde sUpport:Pftl;ie:conseosl$'Plan .
'from' th~.pub.lic ~fety commUtitty. :Ac:Cq01~~ngthis; Jetter is a:·petition with. mOO! thari;SOO
'soP}:ltlrlingSignatures:tepresentirig 'chiefs 'tf)f pQl{ce and·other raw.erfonzement professlonals
fromaroundthe:muntrY. . .

The signatures'represent tfieSlrerlgth OfpubliC·sarety'·Supportfor the COnsensus Plan
to. te.iilfStl tI1es~. ·andi:itlevi~~.:IJitefereJiO;\ in the 8Q9' .MHZ: tJa'ltd - a Plan CUfmiltly

:~~::~~::~~S~~~J=ti;:g:~~~~~=~~.~frir
·the·COnS$1sus·Plan·- suppQrtfromthl!.!i1tematibnaJAssc:datfonOf ChiefS· of Police' and·the·
MajorCltfesSUefsAsSOdatkm: ...·js·squatel}drtltnewrttftfie opiniotiS'and;needSot'the
ln~betS'G.ftfje;e :Qrganizations. Ran,kandfllernemberS:j6Jnthe ItQ;and Meeto make sure
then fSsUes' Important to lawenfQrliElll1enfare'ldehtified and'addressed.:,TblSpe6tion' .'
dElm~~:thctt"tfle lACP-:and Mtt l~dershfponthe'lssUe of'SOO' MHz fntetfetence·ts·
dearlys~'by ttrernembershjp.· .

. I·can-speak firsthand i:Qlheerithusfasmand mn\tid'i6i'Lamong lAd'.an~ Met members
fOliOWtngndtlfieatibn bf'thiS ·petition. 'They recogr{tze; ;Ilke so. m.anyoftfreir public safety.'
coli~gueSj that Ihtei'fe.renCe:is a dangerous ptOblerrl·itt need of acomprehenSive; pmaC6ve
and:fully4UhdedS6Juti6l'l-a SQIUtkm'offeR!d~'bythe'COi1S(!hSUS Plan.



I hope that as you arid the members of tfle commission conSider the·optiOns for
dealing with·, SOO MHi intetferenc~ yoU wID keep iii mind'the strength·Of SUpport from public
safety for the Consensus· Plan. Thea lives of taw errrorcemeTrt: offtcers and the Communities we'
proudly protect are tooiinpoi'tant to do otherwise.

~
" •. ,IIYt" .

,', ".. "',~. J:)'Jfl'.',
:., ...... ', .. ,,~~..~

Harlin R. Md:wen

co
Cdlrtntl§sjtJoet ,lQlthteetl Q.~
CommiSsioner Jonathan.$. Adelstein
Commissioner Midlael j~. Copj)$':
CbmmisSltmet'KevJo J~ Martin
~tary' Marlene·Ii. tJortd,.



October 27, 2003

The Honorable Michael K Powell
Chainnan,Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW, Room 8-B201

.Washin~on,'DC 20554

RE: Support fot the 800 M.Hz "Consensus Plan" to solve Public Safety interference

Dear Chainnan.·Powell:

We, the undersigned, gathered to attend the Annual Confei;ence of the International Association
of Chiefs of Police (IACP) and/or the Annual Meeting ofthe Major Cities Chiefs Association
(!vICC) in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, from October 19-24,.2003, are extremely concemed with
interference in the800MHz-band ofthe radiospeetrum-and believe the ConsensusPlail is the best I.

solution. It is estimated that public safety agencies will experience interference at more than 350
locations this year - the highest "single-year total to date. The trend is alanning and foreshadowS

. further intepuption of mission critical communications during everyday emergeqcies and future
cata!?ttophic events.

We be.Jieve the Consensus Plan proposal for the realigrunent of the spectrwn is the best solution
to the current situation; it is supported by all of the major public safety organizations. We
advocate for the Consensus Plan because it will:

./ remedy interference to public safety communications systems and private wireless systems
operating at 800 MHz .

./ minimize disruption to existing licensees and services - 70 percent of existing private
wireless incumbents would achieve benefits of the Consensus Plan without any system
modifications whatsoever

./ ensure public safety agencies would have access to additional. spectrum to support their
mission critical communications .

./ require no federal, state or loc.al fundifig to implement.

As time p~sses, our risks from this problem continue to grow. nus is a critic.al issue for the public
safety community and our nation. Therefore, we strongly urge you to consider the safety and
effectiveness of public safety persor:mel as your top priority.

Tharik you in advance for your consideration.

.Respectfully,
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NEXTEL



)~ Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of

Consolidating the 900 MHz Industrial!
Land Transportation and Business Pool
Channels.

)
)

ImproVing Public Safety Communications )
in the 800 MHz Band )

)
)
)
)

Wl Docket No. 02-55

SUPPLEMENTAL C0+"IMENTS OF NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

Nextel Communications, Inc. ("Nextel'') Slibmits these supplemental comments to

reinforce its commitment to fund the. relocation ·of public safety and private wireless

incumbents as part of the Consensus Plan for 800 MHz Realignment (the "Consensus

.l Plan"},t in the.above-captioned proceeding.2

As described mprevious filings by Nextel and.the Consensus Parties,3 Nextel will

, provide up to $850 million to cover the relocation expenses of public safety and private

wireless incumbent licensees required to relocate under the Consensus Plan. Nextel will

See Reply Comments of hldustrial Telecommunications Association,Inc~, et al.
(''theCoilsensus Parties"), WT Docket No. 02-55 (Aug. 7,2002) ("Consensus Plan"). The
Consensus Parti,es have clarified and amended the Consensus Plan in subsequent filings in
WT Docket No. 02-55. See Consensus Comments of the Consensus Parties (Sept. 23,

.2002); Supplemental Comments of the. Consensus Parties (Dec. 24, 2002);· Reply
Comments of the Consensus Parties (Feb. 25, 2003); Ex Parte Submission of the·
Consensus Parties (Aug. 7,2003).

2 See Improving Public Safety Communications in the 800 MHz Band. Consolidating
the 900 MHz Industrial/Land Transportation and Business Pool Channels, Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking, 17 FCC Red 4873 (2002).

3 Consensus Plan at 19-21; Supplemental Comments ofllie Consensus Parties at 4-8;
Reply Comments of the Consensus Parties at 11; Ex Parte Submission of the Consensus

. Parties at 50-52.



s

)~ take the actions described below to provide absolute 'assurance to' 800'MHz incumbent

I'

licensees and to the Federal Communications Commission (the "Commission") that Nextel

can and will provide the relocation funding described in the'Consensus Plan, regardless of

, 'Nextel's future financial condition.4 These actions enhance the funding mechanism

described in the Consensus Parties' Supplemental Comments, filed on December 24,2002.

I~ NEXTEL'S REVISED FUNDING MECHANISM: ,A $100 MILLION ASSET
TRANSFER AND $750 MILLION IRREVOCABLE LETTER OF CREDIT

As, explained in prior filings, the Consensus Plan propos~ establishing a

"Relocation Fund" to finance 800 MHz incumbent retuning costs.S An independent Fund

Administrator 'would manage th~ Relocation Fund.6 The FUnd Administrator Will disburse

funds directly to incumbent public safety and private wireless licensees, or their designees,

"'

4 Nextel's funding commitment remains contingent on the Commission's adoption of
all relevant terms of the ConsensUs Plan, including the creation 'of (i) a 16 MHz cellular
block from 816-824/861-869 :MHz licensed primarily to Nextel, and (til a 10 MHz
replacement spectrum block licensed to Nextel for CMRS services at 1910-1915/1990-
1995:MHz. "

, Supplemental Comments <lfthe Consensus Parties at 7.

6 Nextel has no objection to the Commission having an approval or consent role in
,the selection of the Fund Administrator.

7· ,The Consensus Parties ,propose that the Relocation Fund provide funding for the
same varied relocation expenditures that were covered during the retuning of the Upper
200 SMRChannels, pursuant to Section 90.699 of the Commission's rules. 47 C.F.R. §

" 90.699. Accordingly, if the Commission: adopts the Consensus Plan, the Relocation Fund
would cover the costs associated with the necessary reprogramming, retuning, and
replacement Of radio handsets and base station equipment. 'This would include the cost of
software upgrades, engineering services, legal services, labor required for carrying out the
retuning, site fees, testingof the retuned systems; and FCC and other regulatory fees. If
new equipment - either handset or network equipment - is necessary to relocate a licensee,

-2-



)~ Nextel will deposit at least $100 million in cash to an escrow account created and

designated for paying 800 MHz retuning costs pursuant to the Consensus Plan.8 Nextel

will secure the remaining up to $750 million through an irrevocable stand-by letter of

credit from internationally recognized collimercial lending institutions~9 The letter of

credit will provide payments to the Relocation Fund for disbursement directly to (or for the

benefit of) 800 MHz incumbent retunees in the unlikely event that Nextel is not able to

provide the necessary funding of up to $850 rirlllion to complete the Consensus Plan

retuning process.to
I

These bankruptcy-proof arrangements should give the Commission

complete confidence~flt the' funding necessary to complete 800 MHz rell1igrimentunder

the Consensus Plan will be secured and available regardless of future changes in Nextel's

financial position..

Nextel is taking these actions to further demonstrate the viability' of the unique
I .

pUblic/private Consensus Plan partnership as a means of preventing public safety

interference and eliminating that threat to the safety of out Nation's first responders. The

Consensus Plan will correct the Commission's now outmoded ,800 MHz spectrum plan

thereby addressing the fundamental cause of this interference and preventing· it before it

the cost of such new.equipment will be covered by the Relocation Fund. In addition, as
discussed in previous filings, the Relocation Fund will cover the necessary steps for the

,type of system being retuned to implement retuning without disrupting critical
communications~ See Supplemental .Comments of the Consensus Parties at 3-7 and
Appendix A.

8 Nextel had previously committed to make an initial $25 million cash contribution;
Nextel's revised commitrrient quadruples its up-front cash asset transfer for relocation
funding.

9 Nextel has amended a credit facility with its coinmercial lenders to obtain the
necessary letter ofcredit as needed.

10 . Of course, Nextel will reduce the letter of credit amot;lIlt periodically as it pays for
Consensus Plan retuning' and reduces its overall retuning obligation. Nextel will transfer
.funds into the Relocation Fun~ either directly or from the.escrow account at its discretion.

- 3 -
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\

)t occurs. Public safety first responders deserve no less and the ConsensUs Plan delivers that

result - as described herein - at no cost to the American taxpayer.

n. CONCLUSION

Accordingly, the revised funding arrangements described herein provide 800 MHz

incumbents ~th full assuran~that they will not bear the ongoing financial burden of

resolving interference in the 800 MHz band. The Consensus Plan is the only proposal in

this proceeding that provides such assurance. 11Us is yet another reason that the

I

Commission should adopt the Consensus Plan as soon as possible.

Respectfully sub~itted,

NEXTEL COMMuNICATIONS, INC.

lsi Robert S. Foosaner
------ -- --Robert S; Foosaner -----.-

Senior Vice PreSident and Chief Regulatory Officer

Lawrence R. Krevor
Vice President~Government Affairs

James B. Goldstein
Senior Attorney - Government Affairs

2001 Edmund Halley Drive
Reston, VA 20191
(703)433-4141

Regina M. Keeney
CharlesW.Logan

. Stephen J.Bennan
Lawler, Metzger & Milkman, LLC
2001 K Street, NW~ Suite 802
Washington~DC 20006 .
(202) 777-7700
Counsel for Nextel Communications~ Inc.

November 3, 2003
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Talking Points:
Nextel Guarantee of Funding for 800 MHz Re-banding

./. On November 3, 2003, Nextel filed a letter with the FCC describing how it will
secure its$850 million retuning funding commitment tinder the Consensus Plan

.for 800 MHz realignment.

./ Assuming the FCC adopts the Consensus Plan, regardless ofNextel's future
financial condition, these arrangements provide additional assurance to the FCC
and to public safety.and private wireless incumbent licensee~, thatN extel can and
will provide up to $850 million for retuning.

./ Nextel quadrupled its' initial up-front cash commitmenffrom $25 million to at
least $100 tiil1J1oO::- whlch-itwUfplaceman-escrowacooUii~desigi1atedfur-paying

800 MHz retuning costs under the Consensus Plan. .

./ Nextel will secure the remaining portion ofup to $750 million through one or
more irrevocable stand-by,letters ofcredit issued by internationally recognized
commercial lending institutions. The letters ofcredit will provide payments to the

I . Consensus Plan's Relocation Fund should Nextel not meet its obligation to fund
the relocation costsduring the i"etuning process contemplated by the Consensus
Plati

./ The Consensus Plan calls for establishing an independent fund administrator to
pay retuning costs as they are incurred directly to the retuning party or its
.designee. No public safety agency will have to put up any money and then seek
reimbursement.

. ./ These retuning funds will pay for the radio software changes, base station channel
changes, required equipment replacement and other necessary retuning costs to
eliminate interference to public safety and private wireless licensees that occurs as
a byproduct of 800 MHz commercial cellular operations. . .

./ Based on Nextel's previous extensive experience in retuning licensees within the
800 MHz band, Nextel's $850 million funding commitment represents an
adequate commitment ofresources to cover the costs ofthe retuning process.
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Nextel Communications Inc.
2001 EchnundHalley Drive
Reston, VA .20191

November3, 2003
Contacts:

Media: Christopher Doherty (703) 433-4656
Investors: Paul Blalock (703) 433-4300

NEXTEL ENHANCES COMMITMENT TO FUND CONSENSUS PLAN

ColtfJany to Secure Its $850 Million Commitmentfor Relocation Expenses of
_]ncumbent. 800J~!!!~_!~£l!!J~ees.by Pla~ing!:_l!1Jfl~!n E~c~ow and Providing IrrevocableLetters ofCredit- ----- -.. ---- .----..- ... .. I ..

. '.

RESTON, Va.- November 3, 2003 - Nextel Communications Inc; (NASDAQ: NXTL) today filed comments
with the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) reinforcing its commitriient and outlining specific steps to
assure the FCC, and public safety and private wireless 800 MHz incumbent licensees, that it will provide up to

) $850 million in relocation funding described in the Consensus Plan for 800 MHz Realignment.

~ The Company notified the FCC that it will deposit $100 million in cash in an escrow account to be available to
pay 800 MHz retuning costs pursuant to the terms of the Consensus Plail, and will secure the remaining $750
million commitment through one or more irrevocable staild~by letters of credit issued by internationally recognized
commercial lending institutions. The letters of credit will provide payments to the Relocation Fund shouldNextel
not meet its obligation to fund the relocation costs during the retuning process contemplated by the Consensus Plan.
No upfront or other retuning costs will be required of any public safety or private wireless relocatee.

The additional steps taken by Nextel today are designed to provide the FCC and 800 MHz incumbent licensees
with absolute assurance that the relocation funding described in the Consensus Plan will be available, regardless of
future changes' in Nextel's financial position. The Company believes that these eDhancements should resolve any
concerns about Nextel' s ability to meet its financial commitment under the Consensus Plan.

Commenting on today's filing with the FCC, Paul Saleh, Chief Financial Officer ofNextel Communications,
Inc., said, "Nextel's decision to place $100 million in an escrow fund and arrange for $750 million of irrevocable
letters of credit for the benefit of 800 MHz incumbent licensees demonstrates our commitment to ensuring that

. funding of the relocation expenses under the Consensus Plan is secured. Nextel remains committed to elfuiina:ting
the causes ofpublic safety interference through 800 MHz realignment and eliminating that threat to the safety of
our nation's first responders." He added, "The public safety community deserves high quality wireless
COmrilunications and the Consensus Plan is the most comprehensive and only fully-funded plan which will achieve
the FCC's objectives of eliminating interference and creating more spectrum opportunities for public safety
agencies."

The Consensus Plan provides for the creation of a "Relocation Fund" to pay for 800 MHz incumbent licensee
l. retuning costs. An independent Fund Aclmi:ilistrator would manage the Relocation Fund, and would disburse funds
/, directly to incumbent public safety and private wireless licensees, or their designees, as covered relocation expenses



are incurred. These funding mechanisms will allow public safety agencies or private wireless operators to access
) directly the Relocation Fund as expenses are incurred.

About Nextel
Nextel Communications, aFortune 300 company based in Reston, Va., isa leading provider offully integrated
wireless communications services and has built the largest guaranteed all-digital wireless netWork in the country
covering thousands of.communities across the United States. Nextel and Nextel Partners, Inc., currently serve 293
of the top 300 U.S. markets. Through recent market launches, Nextel artd Nextel Partners service is available today
in areas of the U.S. where approximately 248 million people live or work.

"Safe Harbor" Statement under the Private Securities Litigation Reform Act of 1995. A number ofthe matters and
subjectareas discussed in this press re~ease that are not historical or current facts deal with potential future
circumstances and developments, including our belief as to whether the FCC will approve the Consensus Plan,
which is qualified by the inherentrisks and uncertainties surrounding any such futUre expectations described from_
time to time in Nextel reports filed with the SEC, including Nextel's annual report on Form 10-K for the year ended
December 31,2002 and in its quarterly reports onForm 10-Q for the quarterly periods-endedMa.rch 31,2003 and

-.Tune 30, 2003..This press-release speaks only as ofitsdate,and Nextel-clisclaimsanydutytoupdatethe information·--
herein.

###
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November 24, 2003

BY ELECTRONIC FILING

_Marlene H. Dortc~ Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C~ 20554

Re: -WTDocketNo. 02-55
Ex Parte Presentation

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On Friday,-November 21, 2003, Lawrence Krevor, Vice President - Government Affairs, 
Nextel Communications, Inc. (''Nextel''), Dr. Gregory L. Rosston, DeputyDirector of the
Stanford Iristitute for Economic Policy Research a~ Stanford University, and I met with Barry
Ohlson, Legal Advisor for Spectrum and Intemation3J. Issues~ Office ofCoInmissionerAdelstein,
regarding the Commission's above-captioned rulemaking on public safety Communications in the
800 MHz band. During this meeting, we discussed the study authored by Dr. Rosston entitled
"'Using the Commission's Articulated Spectrum Policy to Evaluate the Alternatives for
Mitigating 800 MHz Interference," filed with the Commission on Thursday, November 20, 2003.
In his study, Dr. Rosston examines how the t:hi'ee proposals for resolving 800 MHz public safety
interference fit with the overall spectrum management directionaiticulated in the CoIIllIlission;s
Sp~trum Policy Task Force Report ("Report"). Dr~ Rosston ~ncludesthatthe Consensus Plan
for 800 MHz Realignment, even though it was developed before the release ofthe Report, is
more consistent with the Report's goals and methodologies than either the Motorola Plan or the
UTC/CTIA proposal. -

Pursuant to section 1.1206(b)(2) ofthe Commission's rules, 47 C.F.R. § 1.1206(b)(2),
this letter is being filed electronically for inclusion in the public reeord"ofthe above-referenced
proceeding.

.Sincerely,

lsi Regina M. Keeney
Regina M. Keeney

cc: Barry Ohlson


